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I hL Kersh, Associate General Manager 
Enwonmental Restoranon and Waste Management 
EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc 

Please find attached DOE comments on the August 1991, document enhded, "Draft Pre- 
assessment Site Investlgaoon, Waste Systems Evaporator Bmldmg 374, Work Plan for 
Rocky Flats Plant, Golden, Colorado," prepared by Engneenng-Science, Inc for EG&G 
Rocky Flats, Inc We request that responses to comments be forwarded to DOE RFO ERD 
pnor to complemg the next version of the work plan 

If there are any quesaons or concerns, Bruce Thatcher of my staff may be contacted at 
extension 3532 Note that Mr Thatcher IS the DOE/RFO/ERD project manager for OUs 8 
and 10 (and, therefore, SWMUs 135, 172, and 206) I 
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LOCATION 

p 1-2 

p 2-1, par 3 

p 3-12, S ~ C  
3 2 1 1 , p a r  2 

p 3-16, S ~ C .  
3 2 1 3 , p a r  2 

p 5-2, Sec 5 3 

p 6-2, SWMU 

p 6-4, Table 
1 6 2  

COMMENT 

What is meant by "temporary" groundwater momtonng wells' If possible, they 
should be located such that thev subsequent removal is not requlred due to 
consmcnon acnwtles 

It IS stated that "it is not the rntent of this work plan to acqulre sufficient data for 
the RCRA fachty InVeSUgahOn 
mvesngaaon (RI) for the sites" If pornons of SWMUs are to be located 
wthn construchon areas, it would be prudent to acqulre, at a m i m u m ,  data 
necessary to sahsfy Attachment II Table 5 of the IAG for SWMUs 135,172 
and 206 in the those areas. If this is not done, it may not be possible to obmn 
the mformaaon requmd by the IAG once construcnon has been completed 
Thus, I recommend that data sufficlent for compliance with the IAG and the 
RFI/RI reports (and the CMS/FS reports) be a c q d  pnor to inihahng 
construcnon aCtlWheS. Furthemore, all data collection should follow the 
appropnate RF'P Standard Operatmg Procedures (SOPS) as is stated in the Field 
Samphg Plan (Secnon 7 )  

The JAG states on page 23 of Attachment II with regard to SWMU No 135 that 
the locanon of site 135 as either north or south of Buildmg 374 shall be 
venfied The first sentence of &us paragraph states that "assumg that the 
locaaon of SWMU 135 is north of Buildmg 374" l h s  needs to be venfied, 
not assumed. 

or the the CERCLA remedd 

Where was the removed road bed matenal taken7 

The EPA (1987) document goes well beyond the analyncal levels presented m 
h s  portton of the text. It does not appear that the DQO process was used to 
develop h s  work plan. For example, none of the proposed samphng m the 
work pian is supported by stahshcd analyses I recommend that the DQO 
process m EPA (1987) be used more effecnvely to prepare a work plan for 
these actlwnes The descnphon of DQOs m this sectton of the work plan 
appears to be no more than lip semce 

Contarmnants hted on page 3-12 for SWMU 135 135 mclude only chromates 
and algmde However, neither subsurface nor surface sod samples are 
bemg analyzed for algade I recommend that algcides be included on the 
parameter lrst for soils Table 6.2 on page 6-4 should be m d f i e d  accordmgly 

In addmon, there IS an rnconsistency between the analyte hsts for subsurface 
and surface sod samples. Subsurface samples will be analyzed for only HSL 
metals, whde surface samples wdl be analyzed for HSL metals, VOCs, sem- 
VOCs, and ra&onuchdes. What is the jusnfkanon for the addmonal parameters 
for the surface samples7 Shouldn't some h c t ~ o n  of all samples collected m 
the PSZ be analyzed for mhonuchdes in addmon to the field screening7 

What is the StahShCd basls for the proposed surface and subsurface soil 
samphg7 One surface sod sample from the &tch seems grossly madequate 

Analyses for the surface soil sample at SWMU No 135 are not included in this 
table 



p 6-8, SWMU 
172 

p 6-12, SWMU 
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p 6-14, S W  
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Contarmnants hsted on page 3-16 for SWMU 172 include plutonium, ods and 
solvents (such as carbon tetrachlonde) Also, amenclum should be included as 
daughter product However, analysis of subsurface soil samples for VOCs will 
be based on field screerung and urlll be lmted  to one sample per borehole 1 
recommend that soil samples be collected for laboratory VOC analysis the Same 
as the other analytes In &chon, I recommend that all soil samples be analyzed 
for total petroleum hydrocarbons Table 6 2 on page 6-4 should be m d f i e d  
accordmgly 

What is the stabshcal basis for the proposed surface and subsurface soil 
samphg7 One surface sod sample from the d m h  Seems grossly madequate 

It is stated on page 3-19 for SWMU 206 that "it is not clear what consutuents 
m the water would be considered hazardous" Therefore, it should be assumed 
that the consatuents are unknown. 

What 1s the basis for mclucfing chrormum u1 the subsurface soil analysis rather 
the enure hst of HSL metals? Smce this S W M U  resides wthm the PSZ, 
shouldn't a fraction of all samples be analyzed for racfionuclides~ 

State the background concentraQon of nitrate m soil that wtll be used to 
deterrmne whch samples are sent for laboratory analysis 

What is the staastrcal basis for the proposed subsurface soil samplmg? 

See my comment on page 1-2 above 

What is the basis for the selechon of only two groundwater monitorxng wells 
(e g , three data pornts, at a mmum, are reqlllred to map the water table)? 

What is the basis for the locatron of the groundwater momtormg wells? Lf there 
are nearby momtonng wells that were used to select the number and locanon of 
the proposed wells, h s  infOnnahOn should be rncluded in both the text and 
Figure 6 4 of the work plan. Informahon should include water table 
elevauon/contours, water quahty data and other pertment data such as whether 
any of the wells have been dry and when they were dry 

State the analytes that wdl be analyzed from water samples collected from the 
proposed momtonng wells They should be consistent wth the analytes for the 
subsurface sod samples. Also, state the number of rounds of samples that will 
be collected from these wells pnor to abandonment 

As shown on Table 3 2 on page 3-14, SWMUs 135,172 and 188 are in OUs 
where there 1s EPNCDH jolnt lead, therefore, the BRAP should be consistent 
wth that described by CERCLA, the NCP and the IAG. 

The BRAP vvlll mclude dose calculatlons from radxonuchdes consistent wth 
DOE Order 5400 5 and Chapter 10 of the 1989 EPA document entltled, 
"hsk Assessment Gudance for Superfund, Volume I, Human Health 
Evduahon Manual (part A), Intenm Fmal" 



p 6-15, S ~ C  
6 6 2  

p 6-18, Table 
6 5  

Section 7 

' p 7-1, Sec 
7 1 2  

D 7-5. sec 
i t 4 , & r  2 
and 3 

Chermcals of concern wdl be selected from the p d u r e s  developed by the 
RFP k s k  Assessment Technical Worlang Group You should contact D 
Srmth (ext. 5958) and L. Woods (ext 5417), both of EG&G Rocky Flats, 
hc , for the procedures agreed to by DOE, EPA and CDH Also, If an 
ecologcal assessment is to be perfomed, L Woods should be contacted for 
cntena for taxon selechon also developed by the RFP Rsk Assessment 
Techca l  Worlang Group I recommend that L Woods be consulted regadmg 
the need of an ecolog~cal assessment for this project. Note that paragraph 2 
of Sectlon 6 6 4 on page 6-16 mdxates that an ecolog~cal assessment (or 
enwonmental evduahon) wll be included If thrs is so, the work plan requlres 
much more deml regardmg the planned ecolog~cal actmaes 

Note that the SI Report table of contents does not lnclude the BRAP descnbed 
n the text on pages 6-15 to 6-17 The descnpbon of the BRAP mdcates that it 
may go well beyond "Worker Exposure Evaluahon" (Secaon 7 0) 

As stated in the NCP [4OCFR300 430(b)(8)(r)J, the field samphng plan 
"descnbes the number, type and locaaon of samples" m addrhon to the types of 
analyses The IAG also has specific requlrements for a field sampllng plan 
descnbed on page 25 of Attachment II I recommend that the field samphng 
plan m this work plan conform to all the apphcable requuements mcludmg 
RCRA, CERCLA, the NCP and the IAG 

Where culnual mterference may make magneac and EM cleanng drfficult or 
Impossible, considemuon should be given to usmg ground penetraang radar 

I very strongly recommend that a l l  sod samples collected for VOC analyses 
be o b m e d  wth nng samplers to m m z e  the loss of VOCs Openmg a 
a standard spht-spoon sampler and placmg the sod rnto a sample bottle IS no 
longer considered adequate for VOC analysis 


